awarded the Nobel Peace Prize along with Albert Gore Jr., sending a strong message about the importance of the world's future climate. Indeed, for two decades, international scientists and policy-makers contributing to the IPCC process have provided assessments of climate change science, impacts, and mitigation, addressing one of the most far-reaching and complex challenges that society has ever faced. Yet this is no time for the IPCC to rest on its laurels. The climate system continues to change and science continues to improve, so policy must be kept current with our best understanding. Reformulating the science/policy interface should be considered and be open to change but must acknowledge lessons from the past. The factors that have been critical to the success of the IPCC need to be preserved if a rigorous scientific basis is to continue to inform the growing challenge of decision-making on climate change. The IPCC's assessments have been highly credible to both policymakers and scientists largely because, despite differences in language and approach between these communities, both groups recognize the importance of multiple reviews of drafts in an open process in which diverse authors, reviewers, and governments do not hide behind a cloak of anonymity. The successive reviews and revisions of complex material, with the broad inputs of many, take time. For instance, after scientists and governments defined its scope, the last Working Group I assessment took 3 years to be developed by 152 authors and then reviewed by more than 600 experts along with dozens of governments. Any move toward more rapid products risks incomplete identification of the range of justifiable views and a consequent reduction of the rigor, clarity, and robustness of the consensus.
